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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 1 1/20/2008. 

2. Claims 1,3,7, 9, 11-12, 27 and 30-39 are pending in this apphcation. In the 
Amendment, claims 1, 3, 7, 9, 1 1 and 12 were amended, claims 13-14, 20, 25-26, and 28-29 
were cancelled and claims 31-39 were added. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 7, 9, 11-12, 27, 30-31, 33, 35-36 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ohkura et al. ("Ohkura", US 6,005,601) in view of Clark, Jr. et al. 
("Clark", US 6,064,943). 

As per claim 1 , Ohkura teaches a computer-implemented method for displaying data 
associated with an electronic program guide, comprising: 

displaying one or more programming content sliders, each slider having a slide knob and 
two ends, wherein each of the sliders corresponds to an aspect of programming content and 
comprises an associated set of content-related characteristics of broadcast programs (Fig. 10, 
slide knobs lOOY, lOOZ); 
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for each of the one or more programming content sliders, displaying a currently set value 
of the slider based on a position of the slider's slide knob in between the slider's ends (Fig. 10, 
slide knobs lOOY and lOOZ currently set at "Terminator" and "All" respectively), 

displaying electronic program guide data corresponding to the currently set values of the 
one or more sliders, the electronic program guide data comprising a set of one or more broadcast 
programs having characteristics that match the currently set values of the one or more sliders 
AREA Y); 

receiving user input corresponding to a move of one of the slide knobs to a new position 
in between the ends of the corresponding programming content slider (col. 6, lines 26-27); 

updating the display of the programming content slider corresponding to the shde knob 
by changing the displayed value of the slider based on the new position of the slider knob in 
between the slider's ends (col. 9, lines 13-17); and 

updating the displayed electronic program guide data to correspond to changed value of 
the programming content slider corresponding to the shde knob, the updated electronic program 
guide data comprising a second set of one or more broadcast programs having characteristics that 
match the changed value of the shder (Fig. 17; col. 15, lines 12-25). 

However, Ohkura does not teach sliders which are draggable. Clark teaches the display 
of movable slide knobs which may be dragged to change the value displayed (Clark, Fig. 8, col. 8, 
lines 25-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Clark's teaching with Ohkura's method as more convenient method of 
setting the programming time via the slide knob. 
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Independent claims 3, 7 and 9 are individually similar in scope to independent claim 1, 
and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 1 1 , the method of Ohkura and Clark teaches the computer-implemented 
method further comprising, displaying the draggable slide knobs concurrently with the electronic 
program guide data (Ohkura, Fig. 10, slide knobs 100X1, 100X2, lOOY, lOOZ). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 11, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 27, the method of Ohkura and Clark teaches wherein the electronic program 
guide data corresponds to television program hstings (Ohkura, Fig.6). 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 27, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 3 1 , the method of Ohkura and Clark teach the method of claim 1 , wherein at 
least one of the programming content sliders corresponds to a genre slider with a draggable genre 
slide knob (Ohkura, Fig. 10 (d-1)). 

As per claim 33, the method of Ohkura and Clark teach the method of claim 1, wherein 
the received user input corresponds to a drag of the draggable slide knob of a first programming 
content slider, and wherein the method further comprises updating the display of a second 
programming content slider to modify the associated set of content-related characteristics for the 
second programming content slider based on changed value of the first programming content 
slider (Ohkura, Fig. 17; col. 15, lines 12-25). 

As per claim 35, the method of Ohkura and Clark teach the method of claim 1, wherein 
displaying the currently set values of each of the draggable slide knobs comprises displaying 
each currently set value directly on the corresponding draggable slide knob (Ohkura, Fig. 10, 
slide knobs lOOY and lOOZ currently set at "Terminator" and "All" respectively ). 
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Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 31, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 33, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



5. Claims 32, 34, 37, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ohkura et al. ("Ohkura", US 6,005,601) and Clark, Jr. et al. ("Clark", US 6,064,943) in view of 
Schein et al. ("Schein", US 6,323,91 1). 

As per claim 32, the method of Ohkura and Clark teach the method of claim 1, wherein 
one of the programming content sliders corresponds to one of a genre slider with a draggable 
genre slide knob. However, the method does not teach the slide knob to be an actor or a director 
slider with a draggable slide knob. Schein teaches a method of displaying program content 
wherein content may be viewed based on actor (Schein, col. 13, lines 15-24). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Schein' s teaching 
with the method of Ohkura and Clark in order to filter content based on various criteria. 

As per claim 34, the method of Ohkura and Clark teach the method of claim 33, wherein 
the first programming content shder corresponds to a genre slider (Ohkura, Fig. 10, lOOZ), and 
wherein the second programming content slider corresponds to a program slider (Ohkura, Fig. 10, 
lOOY). However, the method does not teach the slider to be an actor or a director slider which is 
updated in response to the drag of the slide knob of the genre shder to display only actor values 
or director values that are associated with the changed value of the genre shder. Schein teaches a 
method of displaying program content wherein content may be viewed based on actor (Schein, 
col. 13, lines 15-24). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention to include Schein's teaching with the method of Ohkura and Clark in order to filter 
content based on various criteria. 

Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 27, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 34, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/20/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

a) No motivation to combine Ohkura with Clark. 

b) Ohkura does not teach programming content sliders that are slideable or draggable. 

c) Clark does not teach a slider that corresponds to an aspect of programming content or 
comprises an associated set of content-related characteristics of broadcast programs. 

d) Schein does not teach a draggable slide knob. 

The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

Per a). In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 
5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and//7 re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
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1992). In this case, the method of Ohkura may be modified to include draggable slide knobs as 
those shown in Clark to set the time for programming content. It is very well known to move the 
cursor via keys or thru the dragging of the mouse. 

Per b,c,d). In response to apphcant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). In this particular instance. 
Ohkura teaches the programming content where Clark is used to teach the draggable slide knobs. 
Schein may be combined to teach different content criteria for filtering programs. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Communications 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda MuhebbuIIah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday/Thursday and alt. Mondays from 8:30 am to 
5:00 pm(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfril, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Sajeda MuhebbuIIah 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 
/S. M./ 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 21 78 



